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FISCAL SUMMARY

ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON STATE FUNDS

FUND AFFECTED FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003
State Road Fund ($102,000) ($102,000) ($102,000)
Total Estimated

Net Effec on All

State Funds ($102,000) ($102,000) ($102,000)

ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDS

FUND AFFECTED FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003
None $0 $0 $0
Total Estimated

Net Effed on All

Federal Funds $0 $0 $0

ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON LOCAL FUNDS

FUND AFFECTED FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003
L ocal Government $0 $0 $0

Numbers within parentheses: () indicate costs or losses.
Thisfiscal note contains5 pages.
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FISCAL ANALYSIS

ASSUMPTION

Officials of the Department of Transportation (MoDOT) assumed that the legislation would
require two additional warning signsin each work zone if the additional fine is to be applied.
Initially, MoDOT will purchase signs for all construction work zones, which would cost
approximately $40,000 per year for phase in acquisitions over three years. Purchases of signs for
maintenance work zones would cost an additional $60,000 per year to phase in over three yeas.
Officials also assume the legislation would create a cost savings for MaDOT through the
reduction of injuries and related expenses. MoDOT cannot estimate ayearly savings due to the
unknown severity that each potential accident has. However, MoDOT’ sRisk Management
Division estimates that the proposal would prevent at least one serious accident per year, which
they estimate should negate any costs related to purchasing warning signs MoDOT officials
note that in response to similar proposals in prior years, they did not congder the issue of cost
savings due to increased safety and reduced injury expenses, however, they note this should be
included to completely and accurately consider the effects of the proposal on the department.
MoDOT officials assume net minimal fiscal impact asaresult of this provision

In addition, MoDOT officids assume the provision that would increase the maximum length
allowed for transporters before requiring over-length permits proposal would result in
approximately 20 fewer permits for over-length loads issued in any given year. The average cost
of the over length permit is $100. Twenty fewer permits, at $100 each, would result in an
estimated |oss to the Road Fund of $2,000 each fiscal year.

Oversight notes that costs assumed by MoDOT for a similar proposal requiring signsin
construction zones in theprior year were $220,000 in the first fiscd year, assuming 550
construction work zones annually, two signs per work zone, and costs of $200 per sign. They
assumed that the life of the signs would be threeyears, after which signs would be replaced.
According to MoDOT officials, they assumed in the prior year that all signs would be purchased
and installed immediately upon the proposal’ s effective date, whereasthey are currently
assuming that they would implement the requirements ove athree-year peiod. Based on the
current costs shown above of $100,000 per year assuming a phase-in, if all signs were purchased
and installed as soon aspractical after the proposal’ s effectivedate, total costs would be
$300,000 for the first year, with no other annud costs during the fiscd note period (assuming
replacement of signs dter three years). According to MoDOT officials, the higher sign cost is
due to the estimates in the prior year not allowing for the right type of posts required to install the
signs. For fiscal note purposes, Oversight has reflected annual costsof $100,000, representing
MoDOT’sintention to install the required signs over athree-year period. No cost savings are
reflected, since any savings that may result, if any, are unknown and could be addressed through
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ASSUMPTION (continued)

the normal budget process. Oversight further assumes that although this proposal does not
expressly require MoDOT to install signsin work zones, in order for the additional fines
authorized to be assessed, the signs must have been placed by either MoDOT, their contractors,
political subdivisions, or thar contractors. Therefore, Oversight assumes that MoDOT would
place signsin their work zones.

Officials of the Office of the State Courts Administrator would not expect any appreciable
increase in the volumeof traffic cases presented. They note it is not possible to predict any
increased revenueto the school fund as aresult of the higher fines.

Officials of the Department of Public Safety - Missouri Highway Patrol, State Public
Defender, Office of Prosecution Services, and the Department of Revenue assume the
proposal would have no fiscal impact to their agencies.

Oversight assumes that over time the combination of increased fines and signs placed by
MoDOT would result in fewer violations and any impact on revenues in the form of increased
fineswould likely be minimd. Therefore, no revenue impact to the stateor local governments,
dueto fines, is reflected in the fiscal note.

FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003
FISCAL IMPACT - State Government (10 Mo.)
STATE ROAD FUND
Costs-Department of Transportation
Placement of signs ($100,000) ($100,000) ($100,000)
L oss-Department of Transportation
Elimination of fee revenue ($2,000) ($2,000) $2.000
ESTIMATED NET EFFECT ON
ROAD FUND ($102,000) ($102,000) ($102,000)

FY 2001 FY 2002 FY 2003
FISCAL IMPACT - Loca Government (10 Mo.)

$0 $0 $0
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FISCAL IMPACT - Small Business

No direct fiscal impac to small businesses would be expected as a result of this proposal.

DESCRIPTION

The proposal imposes an additional fine for speeding in a construction or work zone if a
construction worker is present. The additional fine is $250 for a violation of state law, or a$75
for aviolation of acounty or municipal ordinance. The penalty shall only be assessed if the
Department of Transportation, political subdivision or a contractor of either entity has erected
signs around the work zone to warn drivers. When workers are not present in a construction
zone, the warning signsare to be removed and the additional fines would not be assessed.

The proposal expands thedefinition of "automobile transporter” to includea vehicle used for
transporting camper unitsand adds a definition for "dromedary" (a component mounted behind
the cab of atractor-semitrailer).

The proposal also adds definitions of "interchange' and "intersection”, and clarifies the legality
of turning left off adivided highway. It aso authorizes the highways and transportation
commission to establish maximum weaght and speed limits for vehicles using bridges found to
warrant special limits. It also allows the department of transportation to issue specia permits for
transportation of lumber products and earth moving equipment not in excess of sixteen feet in
width (current law is fourteen feet).

The proposal aso requires that the exhaust tailpipe of any bus used to transport children to and
from school shall extend no more than two inches beyond the perimeter of the bus's body or
bumper.

The proposal makes it a misdemeanor to knowingly avoid a weigh station by exiting the hi ghway
and re-entering at apoint beyond the weight station.

Thislegislation is not federally mandated, would not duplicate any other program and would not
require additional capital improvements or rental space.
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